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DETAILED ACTION 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Abbenhouse et al. 

Abbenhouse et al. discloses a fiber reinforced composite paddle blade having a 
"skeleton" 38,43 with at least one rib extending towards the outer periphery, and ending 
substantially at the periphery as claimed. The skeleton is covered top and bottom by a 
composite skin, and attached to shaft as claimed. The rib may be said to include the 
form 75, therefore, rib and blade are made of different materials as claimed. 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-6,9,10 and 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Abbenhouse et al. in view of Sweetland. 

Abbenhouse et al. discloses an inner "skeleton" 38,43 covered top and bottom by 
a composite skin, and attached to shaft as claimed. Abbenhouse et al. fails to show a 
grip as is old and well known in the art. 
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Sweetland shows the field of the invention, including a reduced diameter 
cylindrical portion 62, which longitudinally locks a grip therein. Sweetland teaches 
provision of holes 30 within the handle of the figure 3 embodiment for cooperating with 
formed "ridges" to secure the handle. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide Abbenhouse et al. a grip as taught by Sweetland. 

Such a combination would have been desirable at the time of the invention so as 
to provide a sure grip for the user. 

Re "injection molded", such is method of making, carrying no weight in the 

claims. 

The exact plastic used in the construction is considered to have been an obvious 
design consideration. 

Re "wing shaped", such fails to define any specific structure and/or arrangement 
so as to define over Abbenhouse et al. 

Re "at least one rib that extends distally from the longitudinal centerline...", such 
fails to define over Abbenhouse, and the illustrated ribs are distant from the centerline, 
and extend towards the outer periphery. 

5. Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Abbenhouse et al. in view of Sweetland as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view 
of Bruce. 

Bruce teaches a bent shaft. 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to provide bent shaft portions to Abbenhouse as taught by Bruce. 

Such a combination would have been desirable at the time the invention was 
made so as to provide a more ergonomic shape. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 12/26/2006 have been fully considered but are not 
deemed persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Abbenhouse et al. fails to show the ribs extending "ending 
substantially at said outer periphery" as claimed. 

In response, the examiner does not agree. Abbenhouse et al. shows in figure 1A 
the ribs extending "substantially" to the periphery as claimed. Substantially is relative, 
and is generally equivalent to "greater than one half or "almost" or "very nearly" or the 
like. There is nothing in the meaning of the word so as to define over the extent of the 
ribs of Abbenhouse et al. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ed Swinehart whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6688. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Thursday 6:30 am to 
2:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Samuel Morano can be reached on 571-272-6684. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or/671 -2^-1 000. 
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